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We print elsewhere a set of new Defence of the Realm 
Regulatior An amendment of regulation 2m extends the 
Board of Agriculture’s power to secure the cultivation of land 
by giving power to determine tenancies where land is not being 
| so as to increase as far as practicable the food supply 


cultivates 
of the country, and to arrange for its cultivation by any other 











whether by contract of tenancy or otherwise. And 
returns to be made by employers 
who employ one or more male persons “‘ between the ages of 
has been altered by substituting the 
, more 


person, 
regulation 41a, which require 


ighteen and forty-one 
words of sixteen years oy over,’’ and a new and 
detailed form of return is given 


The Late Maitre Labori. 

WE Ss! announcement of the death of 
Maitre Lasorr, the great French advocate. His reputation 
his advocacy in*the Dreyfus case, and 
was emphasized by his reception when he visited this country 
June, 190] He was the guest of the Hardwicke Society 
which was attended by Lord Hatssury, then 
many of the judges, and numerous counsel 
and solicitor He attended a ‘ grand night’’ at Lincoln’s- 
inn, where he received an address of welcome from the late 
| Sir JAMes MATHEW, and he was a guest at the Mansion House, 
when he spoke warmly of the hospitality he had received in 
His life, he said, for ten days had been an unin- 
rious speeches made on that occasion 
to live is his recognition of the help 
- advocates when he was engaged 
There was a time, he said 


SEE with regret the 


here was founded 
In 
at a dinney 

Lord Chancellor, 


this counts 
od fete Of his va 


| 1 } 
which aeserve 


terrupt 
| the saying 
he received from his brother 
in championing an unpopular cause. 
at the Hardwicke Society’s dinner, ‘‘ when the advocate must 
in the midst of the fury of the tempest, in the 
| midst of the passion and hatred of the crowd. At such a time, 
when he was most in need of it, he himself had seen the head 
of the ler, the Batonnier, the advocate of his adversaries, 
| rise in tl e court and claim a hearing for his brother advocate. 


Sucl h men were the friends to be found at the Bar. Was not 
22 


| forget himself 
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produced them worthy of admiration?’’ | cult to apply this to the period from 25th November to 23rd 

ait ir, and in that | December, and if he paid under a m ke of law the 

| Vel ible The Di l Court iit 

ANE, t ve tl » l under dures ans hi the excess 

as we then pointed out, there seemed 

t t ion in fact, and the Court of 
e not of duress. but 

is not recoverabl 

a weekly tenant who paid 
Zotl November 

benefit of the A 

better positiol 


| 
rd 





1 the Increase of 


1915, ha 


SARGAN 


a standard rate of interest fo 
that it shall not app 
cle posit of title deeds or otherwise 
or otherwise’’? In the 
tate had been created b 
with an agreement to give to the creditor 
harges thereon in such form as he may 
| by any deposit of tit 
the charge was not within the « 
the words ‘‘ or otherwise ’ must bs 
so as to make the exception read 
r deposit of title dee is or of some othet 


seems to be a needlessly restricted inter 


ANT. J.. held The words “ or othe 


to r titable charge, and the exception ext 


juitable charge created by dep sit of title dee 
Having got so far, the distinction } 


at 
Is ety n a mortgage, Ww hether 


charge In a sense, ane juitable charge 
but, as the learned judge pointed out 
as distinguished from ‘“‘ charge, n 
property with a proviso for re lempt 
in action made in this way is 
purpose of the Judicature Act, 
rs Vv. Robertson (1898, 1 Q. B 
legal mortgage if it conveys thi 
n equitable mortgage—a mortgage, t 
redemption—though in either case it 


Sho S there 


legal mortgage When 
said JESSEL, M.R., in Carter 
the Court treats that as an agreen 
ce, and therefore as carrying wit 
edies in , uch a mortgage,’’ including 
Still lower in the scale of incumbrances comes a 
| ‘arries the remedy of foreclos 
process, 18 a question not ver 
vations ( nte. p 246)) on Ho 
). a decision which was affirmed 
». 267) without deciding thi 
ill does not ol e the right of forec] 
220) In Jones v. Woodward 
mere ch irge, since there was an € 
rmal ch rge but in any 


the exception trom the 


*t-Clause in a Memorandum of 
iation.,. 


1SION OF the Court of Appeal in Pe Lng! 


(ante, p. 282) calls attention once again & 









_March 17, 1917 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 331 










































































aftine of orand r assoc , 0 anv As ws of the ma 3% 
nf drafting of the mem yrandum of association of a company. As] ing of the norandum of clation may be commended to 
‘ is well known, the modern practice has been to commence the] the attention « pany draftsmen 
object clause with a statement of the business whichis to be 
‘ in liately undertaken by the company, and then to insert] A Husband’s Liability for H Wife’s Torts 
| an ber of paragraphs, some of which mav be lel te ide 
\ " i + 1. I * —— - Bocz ter Wag sag Ir 1s we own that, owtng ay rently to an oversight in 
other principal objects, an others are ob lOUSLY only designed dratth the Married Women I erty Act of 1882. a hu 
to « ter subsidiary powers rhe number of these paragrap! band re eh. iw I ‘ PR 14] , 
1} ; j 1 , j , , : Te sRGWIEU EN ! ! tithough he no longer 
s oradual crease } ie development of the drafts 
re " radually in 0s with th i n ~e take r op rty rl A fe (1900, 2 Ch. 591) 
nal experience and imagination he Master of the Nolls y ¢ ant ; . thoi 
; ‘ : , the t ‘ d and wite are one, so that, 
in present case, said that w ! is in pract t th | ! t | 
; l { ] nt . n | 1 il ree ol 
memorandum contained only \ few objects: now f . = 4 f ae ’ 
i ne C1 ob) u id) n e wife t re the husband’s, and he, 
object iuse frequently exhausted in its sification the whole j ‘ os ce : 
, { | t] { / , a \ ( " ied [o! nn Bu there was a limi 
ly f n the glo-Cuban case it contained twenty . 
%. ] o oe ; aga nea twenty-nine tati octrine w h had e authority bebind it, even 
! ! s together w 1 veneral ds at he epi ie p ; ’ 
ragraph toge ler with gene) wol it th na _ dn l bef t ‘ £ Married Women’s Property Act, 
hk a Clollierie Ltd Ve ¢ f f f j. a j =" hig j 
t t I It ot 
v1 | 
parative shortness of the memorandum then before him, in this j —— | ‘ 
a. ‘ : : Be } wile ontracts (ex 
w! the letter (4) exhausted the list t objects Originally ept whe | , r } { 
: ‘ ‘ ( YF l Ion ¢ i | } i 
the doctrine prevailed that a distinction was to be drawn the aed , F , 
I , ] ] ( ( j ect i! ) nati reftore | Is not re 
between the leading clauses and the subsequent general clauses, al ; : aes ; f ; : 
wee | 1 ‘ i ( t ) Hel I raithough 
} t >» latter were ( trues i e] yr sul nerel\ .) 
and e fatter were construed beime l a ry merely s 7 } I ve in contract the rem 
soon as the main objects had become impossible, the basis of ten { : . 
: i ' . é ou i ol acti ll 
the Mnpany s yuUsSINesSs Was cone na t mt t be wound up ; 
the pai ’ ap 2 wigs ty i ! casi ist arisen in which the 
‘ Re German Date Coffee ¢ (20 Ch. D. 169): Re Hare Gold 1) ‘ 4 , ‘ ‘ 
’ a : . m ‘ ‘ tite t ( hn of eoul court 
Mining Co. (thid. 157): and this pri iple was applied by | |  t ! t ! \ t 
z ; : puave t . 1 t } t ( moto. 
SwinFEN Eapy, J., in Stephens v. Mysore Reefs, &e., Co r drives e) by J pe TRAFFORD in tract per 
~ oh . . , " . . . 7 . . . : © . a com . ‘ < 
(1902, 1 Ch. 745) The effect of these decisions was to confine ? { , ‘ af } 
. ( ¢ i ! el usband wit to the 
a company to the part cular bu iness ment oned in its memoran afect nditic ft rave in whi he kept the car he 
dum, so that, for instance, if it was formed to acquire a pat if ( r husband and herself in 
ticular mine in New Zealand, and this purpose failed, it could | ga, ‘ fron { urt ju e100 But 
I tal ( { Corl }i L ruil 
1 make e of ceneral « ds to aca ‘© a mine , 1e7 
: not make us of ¢ neral ords to acquire a mine in anoth th : Court supported his decisior 
; part of the world: see also Pe ('r Bank (44 Ch. D. 634) that. t lye rt lav a t the husband For tl 
Re Amalgamated Syndicate (1897, 2 Ch. 600) ar 
: ort rea lie CeTIC j ormance ot a ntractua 
he duty by t to her leur, and, although it sounds in 
Construction of the Object-Clause. tort negligence n substat it breach of contract 
| 7 _£ ana ef — po. -™* 
Ir was felt, however, that the above line of decisions undury ; ; 
: . Damages for Dishonoured Cheque 
ed fettered the operations of companies, and a fresh tendency T ee 1] \ 
: : iE CASE of Eva Vite v he ational P } 
! was started by the judgment of Warnrincton, J., in Pedlar v R eae; : : / 
, ; 1 ~ oct 17 Tv i fe ) (fun t nst hnerore ’ ord Chiet 
u Road Rock Gold Mines of India | 1905, zn ai) There, as . ’ B. eT4 the Lord niel 
' ust i il t oO ‘ " ve t > 
in Stephens v. V jsore Ree fs, de., Go, (supra), the con pany was Ju ! : SiN n an -% th 
. ; interestin est it raised trader can recovet b 
formed to acquire a parti ular mining property, and ite objects . \ trace , 1 
. . . , R f , ! rowr fullw « ( iri 
empowered it also to acquire mining properties elsev here The an ! rongtu lishor " 
5 ‘ y * P | ( l t ) e om not prove necial dan re , is 
primary object failed, and Warrincron, J., in terms distil! : , Ph 
. we, ‘ . ‘ : nee thie ! e questi vhet 
‘ guishing, but in effect differing from, the Wysore case, held <x 
P : non-t1 e ilso entitled t the ne pri r¢ not ) 
’ that recourse might be had to the general words, and that other sees ™ i } ty : } . 
. 1 to | t ‘ () ! to the f { hat the 
~ mining property might be acquired, And, in order to make . : _ : on , . ‘ Ul 
n of | t ] bec ' u ind ume the sole plaintiff in the 
this construction of the memorandum easier, it ha yecome a 2 
, , ! { i. | not re more tl in ! e, 
a common practice to insert at the end of the object clause a ' nm, Ha osu i more ft Nal ! i 
' , for w , va sufficient reparation the 
provision that the objects in any paragrap hati not, unless thre : | ; , 
P . The slulest \ ot 1 ed t ‘ I I i found 
context requires, be restricted by reference to the ther pa ie , te “i - ¥e 
| ff i 1 it n e na foment hac her 
vraphs or the name of the repays Am 1 to this effect | ) 1 ; 
° : , nt ed the r tiv i | he ttle ht 1 
was contained in the memorandum of the Essequibo, &c., | ‘ : a ; ’ ; ' hal hat 
. ‘ ’ ' j thie lefe ints ila | e appealed: and i hility 
Estates. Ltd.. which was involved in the Awg/o-Cuban case, } ‘I vo ting I! 4 1 “ 
‘ , , it | hee f { } use oO aa) . 
and Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., referred to it as evidently an | t . 
. 1 Rut t ! i ti t e 
attempt to get rid of decisions like that in the Gern Dat : ) 
Voffee Co.’s case (supra), and he pointed out that, unless the —— wiadrcilreclaetan " ‘ | BS ; sls . + 
; acl t } er j nm ¢ ception ft the veneral ule 
I general words at the end were struck out, each object must have ao : : 7 I rf | nd 
1 . , 1 rot } hreact ot oe ract 1S ye | tec " 
due effect given to it A ordingly al investment bv the t i mage I ) ih ot ynit must ¢ ad é to the 
, . am ‘ | le tained imilar xcept x ist ‘ ctio ‘ 
Essequibo Co. in shares of the Anglo-Cuban Co. was held to be | ined A si exception €x in - action s 
intra vires the former company, although only authorized by a I rom f marriag rh —- et : en the 
: case { ley id that of tl vlaintiff f breach of the 
general clause allowing the company to acquire stocks and = , sree : me 
/- : . | eont +t te mar? rest } t} tance r the injury te 
shares of other companies But Warrincton, L.J., in agree- | im I 
nNutation sut these instances are exceptio to the ¢g Te 
ing with the result on the question of construction, suggested | Pep" : Bu ' aS CAO peor , ‘ posers 
} that the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies might properly | rule ind as regards t : , 1 ud in Add ; dashes 
g . . ] ( 909 (*. 488) that the exceptio ught c 
. refuse to register a company with euch an object-clause The] ? l ) \ ) tl le exce] n ought not to 
: 1 ae exte l¢ } ) , that the ) T > of damages 
. excessive enumeration ol parti ular powers in a memoran ium b xf : vs r : ry ie “es Be ar 
: 1 rt. ¢ rint ot oO em “land conti “i with le inc le 
has doubtless been due to the desire to make it clear that the | t Ip , to | —— — ie ; 1 with the peels < 
! ntract ana ence In the ¢ $e t ment oned 





company has all the powers it can possibly require, and to get = Bere 

over any difficulty raised by the principle of Ashhury Railway He use of Lords hela a servant suing for wrongful dis- 

Carriage Co. v. Riche (L R 7H. L. 652). But Re Aingshury | missal not to be entitled to compensation for injured feelings, 

Vollieries, Ltd., and Moore’s Contract (supra) seems to shew Pend q se |. or the fact that his d*smissal of 
‘ ' » dif 


that this is unnecessary. A company has all the powers which 








It for him to obtain fresh employ- 






are implie lly conferred by its constitution, A general shorten 
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Rent in Kind. 


ALTHOUGH legal 
institutions 
and afterward 
poultry (Co. Litt. 96a, 2a), 
certainly is that the 
Justice McCarpix has feit no doubt at all 
the meaning intended by the Legislat 
tress Amendment Act, 1908, 
v. Hambrid ge (Time 12th 
that not only 
tenant, 


THERE W time in the history of ou 
were paid first in the shape of labour 
of produce, 
the 


connotes 


as da 
when rents 


in the shape such as wheat or 
modern concepuion ol rent 
Mr 
about this as bei 
the Law of Di 
and he ha ided in /’a7 
Dec.) vil be re 
and 
ged 


immediate 


term a money payment 


ure in 
o ae 
' i 


rea 


met 


under this statute an undet 


certain conditiolr Irom hi 


ubje ct t 


their goods seized in traint to pay 
tran 
eight 
But tl 


and one conditioi 


rent; but even the goods ol a privileged un 


ome one oO contained 


tatute 


ns ith 


they are hit by 


various section f the tenant's exemp 


that 
of the premises, « 


tion is conditional, 
the rent he 
proportionate part, course, if he ‘ only a part 
the land. Now, Par Hambridae the 


occupied the whole premises as a_ boa g-| e, 


immunity 1 
pays hall be the full v 
ol 


uple 


in sons V under-tenant 
ior wi ] 
she paid arent of only eicht furthe 
consideration for the 
landlord, the immediate 
the 


a low rate for the ac 


tenant ard het 
tenan 
rate ol 


one pound a wee} 


ommocdation a 
geniously contended that the reduc 
and to her 1 


ther or not the real 


be computed 
ascertain whi rental was the 
of the 
to 
computation, and in 
gent profit of this | 


he occ ipied. In equit thers 18 
but 


premi 


be said for thi Vie 


Legi lature when it 
cated, indeed, by the 
of the unde 


rent to the imm 


tenant immunity 


own 
declaration to that ef 


the under-tenant has put the tenant in fund 


ecured when a service, not 


an object not 
modity in which rent is paid 


money, 


Trade Circulars and the Registra- 
tion of Business Names Act. 


THE Regi tration ol Bi less N imes Act, 1916, wh cl 





ot firms 


prole 


in active operatio 
viduals « 
a name which, 


the I ri nh 


irryling 101 


in the case of a firm con 


surnames ¢ partners, and, 
of his true surname, with or wi 
For the pi 


to bu 


initials thereof irp 


have to be given a int 


as prescribed by section 3 of the 

Register will be open to public in 
in the Act, section 18, 
disecu 
under it 


ne 


which 1 
310n in commercial circles, 
iffect. the 
ection provides that indi 
‘shall trade 

bu letters, on or in whi 

are issued or sent by 
to any person in part of His Maje 
legible « ‘ters,’’ the 


which method 
This 


registration 


iduals and firm 


ses 
require catalogues 
circulars, 
business name appears, and which 
individual or firm 
dominions, have menti 
pre 


his nationality 


howeards and ine 


med in leg in 
and anv { ‘hrist 


and 


of an individual, ent 
and surname, with 
case of a firm, the present and any 

surnames of all the parties, with their 1 nality 
Default is punishable by a fine 
ecards ’’ is defined by the Act a 
exhibiting articles dealt 


not exceedins 


meaning ‘‘ cards containing or | 


with, or san ples or representations 


thereof.’’ It is 
tin trays and tin plaques for advertising their good 
but it could h 
which are made of metal, are 


not an uncommon practice for trade 


representations of the goods thereon, 
ield that these things, 
Again, goods are frequently issued by manu! 
or cardboard boxes, on which appea 
Are these within the purview 


cards. 
nh paper pat Ket 
and olten pictures 
} If the let 

ie or trade circular, then the packets « 
ll be held to be within the Act 
the case ol paper labels 
and other receptac les for g ods, and ci 
If these are so worded as 
or circulars, they would on that 
a paper label af 
in the re 
. re 


press, 


te rprt ss were so worded as to con 
1 


, but not other 
wrappers ] 


night 
‘l hen comes 
ottle 
representations ol the goods. 
titute trade catalog 
within the Act, 


ie tor 


we 
or 


boxe = 


ues 
but 


cood 


not otherwise ; 


to designate what is 


nly not be held to be a “‘ 
ent by way of poster or handbill, or in 


paper or other periodical, is this within the section? It 


showeard 


ertisen 


= ’ l } ‘ 


e held that 1f it embodied a representation of goods 
notwit 


jut a card is defined in dictionary language as 


tanding that it was printed on | 
ie piece 


howcard, 
pasteboard for writing or drawing on,’’ and a piece of 
within this definition. This 
because an advertisement often 


would not come 
onclude the 


vaper 
matter, 
th or without prices) of goods offers 
in it would constitute a trade catalog 
e circular, and therefore would be within the sectio: 
A trad 


is certainly 


enumeration (wi 


such a Case 


stly, what is the position of trade-marks ? 
itside the se« It 
W sven if it a representation of go 


rade-mark is o tion. 


contains 
bel i as a trade-mark it may contain lett 


ynstituting it a trade circular or trade catalogue, and 


4 1} 1 
be held tot 


e within the purview of the section 
questions indicated above can, of course, only be fi: 
but there is a very useful pl 
ection 18, which is—‘‘ Provided that no pr 
England or [reland be instituted und: 
except by with the consent of the Board of Tr 
will prevent frivolous prosecutions, and check the 
of traders under the It is n 
it, although the rest of section 18 operates in Scotla 
proviso not This 


dicial decision ; 


on, or 


ment section. 


does seems an omission which shi 


remedied 


Acts. 


The Military Service 


VII.—Miritary Trisvnats (continued) 


Central Trib 
ypeals may be taken from any Appé 

Tribunal But such appeals can only be taken by 
the Appeal Tribunal, not as of right, and 
inted where a question of general importance arise 
Central Tribunal, like the Local and Appeal Tr 
not sit as a court and need not hear an appellant 
tate h 
documents before it 


Tribunal, E33 


al.—There is a 


leave 


ull 
need 
; case in writing, and can 

without heari 
parte Parton, 14 L 


Where a Gov 


certif 


f f De patimei ts 
an unattested man a 
under the statutory powers conferred on 
the first Military Service Act, it is not governe 
procedure prescribed for Local or Appeal Tr 
above Order It is, 
r in Council—Statutory Rules and Orders, 1916, 
72), dated March 30th, 1916. The essential prov 
Or} 


Department grant 


iption 


2 of 


however, governed bv 


‘ 


ler are the following 


a) Any certificate of exemption granted by a G 

ment under Section 2 (2) of the Act to r 

en ployment of that Dey 

be withdrawn, or, after consultation with t 
that Department. 


men 
n the service o1 
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(b). Any certificate of exemption granted by a Government } revi I ! In the case of attested men, 
ue Department under Section 2 (2 f the Act t 1 OF or | } ‘ to grant non-statutory 






dex 






































iff ; but an applica n l y ol 
ns\ the Local Tribunal by the |} I ‘ hens 
I t q 1 , , A 

nie tificate on any of the i iu i 
Ins by the Order in Council, | : uss 

I th as an 1 , 
th the m¢ 
ra n t 
al} 

it 
Lue 

lo 

ee set them out in il ‘I rm > ‘ ’ t antl 
) , F P ‘ VU v OP 
he Regulations but I issued A ely that -pl O1 iif te of 
] { ‘ i i » I 
are not very likely to poss¢ | | al Recu : tion V.) [ti 
E.) Professional Com: | | 
7 of the second Military Service Act tl af Lz aia ti titad nation and 
sional Committee wv to be est prin 
for exemption made | duly valific } pract | a P e nect ry 
This Committee has been set Orae | ( ( , —- 
known as the Military : ‘ Prote ! ( ! te poin 
Regulations) Order, 1916 R. & : Jun » sd W certifi 
do not propose to n ke any further reference to tl / rte 
and procedure of thi body, nee } ti 1 p of these 
- the only pers 
A 
I] In consideri O e | ions j the 
i 1? ry ) 
their procedure, thers e thre tte1 re | i : end 






discussed, nam vy, (A) 1 ir pows ‘ ) ir jul t n, 
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the appeal 

should be dismissed 
deed making a settle 
ome tax was overriden 
1842. In his opinion 
not affected by 
appellant was entitled 
ome accruing to the appellant 
ed to £9,359 net, after 
increased by the fall 
ontemplated that it might be 


Tua House, having taken time, dismissed 
Lord Frintay, C., in moving that appeal 
said the question was whether the provisions of a 
ment of income upon the respondent free of in 
by sections 102 and 103 of the In Tax Act, 
the deed effect according to terms, and was 
those sections Under the will of her fathe1 
to sixth of his estate for life. The in 
for the year ending 31st October, 1911, amount 
payment of income tax, and the next year it was 
ing-in of an annuity of £3,000, and it w 
further increased The respondent, on 12th March, 1912, presented 
a petition to the Divorce Court asking for an order that a settlement 
should be made by the appel lant for the benefit of the respondent and 
their only child Betty A deed embodying the terms of the settlement 
was drawn up. It was that deed this H had to construe. The deed 
prov ded that out of the net income (after income tax on the whole of 
her income had been deducted at the source) which the appellant should 
receive from time to time in respect of share under her father’s 
vill she should ‘‘assign to the respondent one-fourth part, or if one- 
fourth part should be less than £2,500, then the clear sum of £2,500 
(without deducting income tax therefrom) out of such annual net in 
come ’’ should be paid to the respondent The 
declared that the provisions of the deed making 
without deduction of income tax were void 
: Tax Act, 1842, which prov 
paying money to another who was 
eon should deduct the same before 
ered any agreement to the contrary 1 
nted out that income tax having 
mey before it received by 
mder no liability to pay 
agreement between the 
wed that the decision were 
ds LOREBURN, PARKER, SUMNER 
and the ap peal was according!y : \ Q 
appellant, Disturnal, K.C in t f the 
Russell, K.C., and SOLICI1 
eland: Canron ad oO 
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ome 
took its 
the 


one 


yu 
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her 


the £2,500 payable 
under sections 102 and 103 
led 102, that a 
liable income tax 
section 103 
terlv void His lordship 
been deducted on the whole of the 
the app respondent was 
referen to the share which under 
is eive under the deed It 
rht. and this appeal failed 
WRENBURY were of the same 
COUNSEL, 
respondent 
Patterson 


by section 
to pay 
payment, and that 


+t ] 
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Income 


was unt. the 
any tax im 
parties 
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s below 
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Bremner haleor 


Bar t-Law 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY CO. ». WILLS. 26th and 27th Octoler: 

2nd November, 1916 ; 13th March. 

Ram WAY—CARRIAGE SPECIAL CONTRACT 

NON-DELIVERY PACKAGI ONSIGNMENT 

OF PART OF LIABILITY © MPANY 
The appellants, with ( sponde nt 
to carry 752 carcases of frozen to be delivered to them 
im t/ consignments. The company admitted receiving ATCases, 
but when they to deliver them they were d to be twelve short 
of number received for The re sponde nt sued the 
cou: fy aourt, and obtained judgme nt for the tel 0 CATCARER 
not received The qoods under 

risk ”’ contract, relive ved the ralway company 
for loss, damage ‘ delay or de te nti 
that such loss, damage, d } wilful 
of the relieve them 
they 


RIsK 
DELIVERY 


OF t(,O00DS 


ANY 


MENT 


UWNER 3 


oO} OR NON 


CONSING 
a railway company, contracté / the 
sheep and lan / 
res 752 


cane 


he carriage m 


of the 


value 
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which 
mis-delivery, 


“owner a 
ll liability 


proof} 


hy wel an 


ept 


conduct on 


on, upon 
the 
from any liabilit 
delivery 
The 


the failure 


arose from 
compan y's hut did not 
otherwise incur in the case 

fully and prope rly addressed Divisional Court 
holding that to deliver a 
nf was non delivery of the consignment withir 
wt, 


part 
servants 
ofr 


m ght if any package 


msigqnment 
d the 
the cons 
caning rf the nir 
fourteen days after the 
recover on the clan The of hillimore, 
ing) @thrmed the Divisional 
Held, after consideration, by Lord Haldane, 
Parmoor, that the del 740 out of 
a substantial delivery asx prevented the 
qrour 1 of non delivery, and 
the contract relieved the 
shortade 


Earl 


count 


y court qudge, 
on of rgnine 
and the plaintiff having qiven notice within 
had heen dispatched 
1 ppeal p 
ourt, 


was 


q ods 


ourt f 


dissent 


and Lord 


suc 


Lord Kinnear 
1 total of 752 


irery of carcases was 


laim being maintained on the 
further, that to liahility 
company fron make qood 


j 
the im 


the 


ere? ptior 
liability to 


should he a 
amatter of 


lee 


Loreburn thought there 
question Had there bh. 
delivery , and that point 
or by a jury. 
Lord Shaw 


trial, The real 
substances 


jud qe of fact 


new 
busine 


ded 


was en ag 


had 


as in non 


not been 


hy the 


haile d to 


consignment 


see how the delive ry ofa part could be delivery 
He agreed with the courts he 
By an ajority the appeal was allowed 
Der of Court of Appeal (59 Sovicttrors’ 
KB sed 


low 


810n 


199 
Appeal by 


JOURNAL, 89; 


rever 


the C ot 
he Divisional! 
the costs 
a test case 
allowed the a 


the railway company from an order of 
Appeal. ‘he facts fully appear from the head note 
Court granted leave to appeal on the terms that all 
event should be paid by the company, who regarded it 
[us House, having taken time for consideration, 
Lord SHAW disacntiente 
Ear! LOREBURN said the 
the construction to be placed on the owners’ risk note. In his opinion 
the railway were not evel from liability where there had been non 
delivery of the package or consignment, but the judge of fact or the 
Jury had to say whether or no there had been, as a matter of business. 


ourt 


in any 


ppeal 


only important question in the case was 


appellant sought to have | 
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| 
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entitled to | 





shortage and 
the finding 
believe that 


considerable 
would set aside 
and he did not 
who h 


livery | was a 
had he 
there w no evidence to port it, 
yurt | ( wit ' issistance to ad to decide 
Ta . present real question 

ind, therefore, if the parti 8 

to he i all the 
parties, he should 
thought that 
lords hip said : 
of law by 
by which 
have chosen 


m substance 


the jury bee! 
because 
those 
case the 
new trial As 

P y one of the 
quire to be done, but 
is Hous 


a question 


he 
onclusion his 
into a 
rtain 


question 
j standard 
The parties here 
iscertainment of a tact 
nd Lord PARMOOR 
these consignment 
wkage or co meant a failure to 
all, d did not include deficiency. On this view 
protected, ind the ippeal should be allowed 
Lord SHAW said that, to difference 
lordships, he had given a full reconsideration It humbly appeared 
to him that the result reached by all the courts below right 
By a majority, therefore, the appeal of the company was allowed, 
and it ordered that, the parties agreeing to dispense with a new 
trial and agreeing to costs, judgment should be entered for the 
railway company, but that they should pay to the respondent his costs 
there and below.—CounseL, for the appellants, Soafidler, K.C., and 
Bernard Cammo for (. A. T'atham, now serving with His Majesty's 
forces); for the ph mda Ses Rawlinson, K.C., and We SOL! 
cirors, L. 2. Page; Billing & Co., for Fairfax Spofforth, 
Rerp. B vt-T.aw.] 


rted 


t i ‘ ce 
y ascertam lability 

ty depend on the 

ANE, ord KINNEAR read judgments 

notes non-delivery of 

deliver the thing at 


the company 


Hat 


in 
siunment 
were 


owing of opinion among thei 


was 


was 


ithe rey 
Bri 


INE rrieter 


Court of Appeal. 


Re AN APPLICATION BY WILLIAMS & CO. (LIM.) AND Re OPPO 
SITION THERETO OF CADBURY BROTHERS (LIM.) AND 
ROWNTREE & CO. (LIM.) AND Ae TRADE MARKS ACT, 1905. 
No. 1. 17th and 19th January ; 6th February, 

DT RADE-MARK—IN\ Worp \DAPTED 

CANTS’ Goops—k cE or Use sy Pusii 
rIcLt Not REGISTRABLE TRADI 


DISTINGUISH \PPLI 
INDICATE PARTICULAR 
MARK AcT, 1905 (5 
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the Court of 
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ants said it did disting 
making that particular 
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J., there said seems to 
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the appeal 
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and enabled 
competitors. 
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to the maker’s name. Parker 
mn advertising or 
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that ariou objections 
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at the same time marking part of the appar 
th the name of the game, can hardly be said 
for the purpose of distinguishing his own goods 
ifacturers Here the applicants had sold 
t own registered trade-mark 
e bottom The articles 
if lis a i i 
preparati introduced by the 
The c: wi ( very near 
thought the appl wn 
il ons was ill 
respect to the learned 
bppe il ne uld be 
Lactohbacdline 
IR } I len the 3 ! 3 vere looked at, 
ild be een the i no t da \ lhe vord was 
ised te tingu particular kir rf | c ferment made origin 
by Professor etchniko ind sold years under his name His 
clation with } ler was well know t ntil nd pr 
mal public, wl f me likely to pu 
ent case ! oo! vere not t | 
1roons, amd t é 3 no evidence that t 
ed in any way ciation of the applicant 
pn i! ther: ! rt ul eded but ' it ' id been al owed te ! 
thstanding a valid interlocutory objection, there would be no - 
Warernoron, L.J., and Lawrence, J., delivered judgment to the same 
Counse., Walt K.C., and Sebastian; Colefar, K.C., and # 
C'artmell. Sovictrors, Timbrell, Deighton, & Co fird, 
/ . Watkine, Liverpool Solicitor to the Board of 


H. Lenevonn Lewis Barreteret-Law.) 


° -_ - —— 
High Court—Chancery Dyvision. 
Re DIOYLY. VERTUE v. D’OYLY. Neville, J. 15th February. 
Witt—ConstRucton—Lecacy Free or Duty Future Duty 
Finance Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5,c 10), s. 14 
Where a testatriz gai legacy of £7,000 to trustees free of duty,’ 
and between the dates of her will and her death fresh duty was imposed 
tof the Fina let, 1914, which duty might become payable 
im reapect of the le yacy the event which happened, 
Held, that the teat lid not intend her estate to be liable for 
future dutte as 
thel qacy {ree fall dutu present as ertainable 
Bird {rrainger 1916, 2 VA. 244 distinguished 
he ing a case of duty pre se ntly aace rtainable 


by section l 


l effect ild be given to her directions by paying 


te Stoddart 


rl 3s wa i I t LeLermite t it but payat le maer 

tion 14 0 e Finance t, 1914, ought » be borne by the legatee 

payable it of the tes s residue Lhe testatrix, by her will 
wie in 1911 e to istees a im f £7,000 free of duty 

m trust, to in the ume and pay the income to the tenant for 

te vith remainder to their issue, 

is an absolute gift over to her residuary 

in 1914, and the Finance Act, 1914, came 

lates ot he will and her death There were 

lhe residuary legatee’s interest was caught 


und r his dece his w 


it the gift 


‘ after payment of 
duties on t f nbefore mentioned 
debts | heen paid, including legacy 
the quest rose as t whether. on 
and in the events which had happened 
14 of the Finance Act, 1914, w iS pay 

\ “ e, or ought to be borne bv the legacy 
ve! t erred to. includin he Stoddart hi al (y inge? 

‘pra ve ’ ‘ 191¢ > Ch. 391 ind # Snape 1915. 2 Ch. 179) 
NEVILLE, J., after stating the facts, said : Upon the true construction 
of this will the gift of the legacy ‘‘free of duty ’’ does not extend 
to any estate duty which became payable in respect of the legacy by 
irtue of section 14 of the Finance Act, 1914 The testatrix could not 
ave igtended her estate to be liable for future duties, and effect will 
be given to her direction by paying the legacy free f | ! at 
present ascertainabl A contrary interpretation of the wor » of 
duty nuuld | the effect of holding up the administration of the 
estate durit te period, and would only be justified if the 
testatrix had used very strong words implying such an intention, which 

18 not so here In this respect the case differs from He Stoddart; Bird 

(srainger Accordingly such future duty is not payable out of the 
general estate of the testatrix Counse., ©. Stafford C'rosaman  @ 

Worria; J. H. Stamp. Sorscrtors, Gusecotte, Wadham, Tickell, & Uo 

for Trall, Caatleman-Smith, d- Syme Blandford; Waraton 4 Robin 

Sandford d- Coa 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-et-Law.] 


He WILLIAM CRAWFORD & SONS’ APPLICATION (No. 1). 
Neville, J. 7th February. 
TrapR-MARK—PRoor OF ReGIsTRATION PRACTICE—TRADE MARKs ACT 
1905 (8 Ep. 7), s. 5O 
The certificate of registration of a trade-mark is the legal and proper 
pr 10% of ita reqgiatration 


This was an application to register the surname ‘‘ Crawford” in 
class 42 for biscuits and shortbread The company had other trade 





marks, and in the course of the hearing proposed to prove thei 
tration by putting in a letter from the Patent Office in whi 
numbers were given, and the reference to the number and pag: 
l'rade Marks Journal, where the advertisement was to be fou: 
the V'rade Marks Journal was also put forward as evidence of a 
trade-mark is the legal and proper proof of its registration, and 


that the proper wi prove a registered trade-mark was by 
duction of certificate of registration, and this lax met 
admitting the y evidence of the V'rade Marks Jour) 
should ceas He ked for the ruling of the Court upon the 
NEVILLE, .« said n my opinion the certificate of registrati 
trade-mark is the legal and proper proof of its registration, apd 
be produced as a matter of practice when it is desired to 
registered mark in evidence.—CounseL, Ward Coldridge, K.( 
| Lever fusten-C'artmell SOLICITORS Perey Short; The S 
tor the Board of Trade 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re EYRE, JOHNSON v. WILLIAMS. Younger, J. 8th Febri 
WILL—CONSTRUCTION—C ONTINGENT LEGACY—SEGREGATION ( 
LeEGACY—CHATTELS REAL—PROFITS ON THE LEGACY BEFORE VI 


1 festatriz qave t leaathold residence to a daughter to wi 
did not stand in loco parentis), tf she should attain twenty-one ¢ 
under that age, jor her absolute use and benefit, with a gift 
her sister, and she bequeathed her residue between the last-named 
and two others At her death the daughter was still an infa 
this summons was taken out to determine to whom the rents 
of the said leasehold would belong while the infant was under 
unmarried 

Held. that prima facie « contingent legacy does not carry 
while in suspense unless directed by the will to be set apart 

Re Medlock, Ruffle Medlock (1886, 55 L. J. Uh. 738) 

Hleld, further, that the fact that a be que st 12 8 pe cific does 1 
date it within the meaning of the above rule, so that the rul 
the rights of a contingent legatee of a pecuniary le gacy apply 

(ruthrie v. Walrond (1883, 22 VA. VD. 573) 

Vhe.cases of Re Clements, Clements v. Pearsall (1874, 1 ¢ 
as to a vesting of the contingent property in trustees, of Kir 
Flanahan (1905, 1 /. #. 45) as to a contingent git being preced 
vested limited interest, and of Douglas v. Andrews (1849, 1: 
310) aa to the rule as to leqacies to wmnfants by persons in loco pa 
did not apply here, and the result was that the rents and pre 


tfo residue 


This was a summons taken out to determine to whom the 1 
profits of certain leaseholds belonged so long as an infant be: 
remained under twenty-one and unmarried. The facts were the 
testatrix, after appointing executors, bequeathed certain leaseh 
mises to her daughter, who was in fact an infant at the time 
death, if she should attain twenty-one or marry under that a 
her absolute use and benefit, but in case she should not attain t} 
or marry under it, then to the testatrix’s sister for her absolute 
benefit The testatrix also bequeathed her residue to the same 
and two others equally between them. At the time of her de 
testatrix was not standing in loco parentis to her daughter, becau 


daughter was not residing with her, and was being maintained 
the income of property to which she was entitled under the int 
of her father. It was argued that the intermediate rents and 
fell into, residue 
Youncer, J., after stating the facts, said : A contingent lega 
facie does not carry interest while in suspense, but if directed 
will to be immediately set apart for the benefit of the object of t! 
when the contingency happens, the fund set apart, with all a 
belongs to the contingent legatee : see Re Medlock, Ruffle v. || 
(supra). The fact that the bequest here is specific does not seg 
it within the meaning of that rule, and the question whether th: 
and profits go to the contingent legatee depends on the same cor 
tions as those which regulate the rights of a contingent lex 
iary legacy which is not directed to be segregated : see 
nd (supra Segregation may be effected by a direct 
vesting a fund in trustees for the benefit of the contingent legat: 
hte Clements. Clements Pearsall (supra), or possibly by a cont 
gift being preceded by a vested limited interest, such as an 
for life : see Kiersey v. Flanahan (supra). But no case has beer 
where segregation has been held to be effected where the cor 
interest was that of the first taker without an immediate lx 
to trustees for his benefit Moreover, the rule of the Court that 
tingent legacy by a parent, or by a person tn loco parentis to the 
carries interest while in suspense does not apply in the prese 
Che testatrix was not standing im loco parentis to the infant, a 
pr nciple of the rule ay plies where the ‘ parent ’ 1s the fat! 
Douglas Vv. Indrewes supra and Simpson on the Law of I 
3rd edition, at pages 228 and 240), but not where the ‘“ parent 
mother. Though the bequest in the present case appears to be 
rate and complete disposition, the terms of it do not permit tl 
established rule to be relaxed, and the result is that the intern 
rents and profits fall into residue —CouNse., Johnston Edwards, 
Terrell, K.C., and H. RB. Vaisey; Clauson, K.C., and W. R. Shela 
Soricrrors, White, Borrett, & Black; Preston & Foster; L 
& Co. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Re CG. LIGHT & CO. (LIM.). Peieison, }. 23rd February, 


CoMPANY—REGISTRATION OF MORTGAGE—SALE OF EQuiTy—CANCELLATION 
or MEMORANDUM OF PaAyMentT OF DrBi—COMPANIES (CONSOLIDATION 
AcT, 1908 (6 kb. 7, C. 6Y), SS. YO AND Yi 
Where a mortgage had been registered under the Companies (Con 

«lidation) Act, 1908, and there had been a subsequent sale of the 

equity of redempti m, with a covenant by the purchasers to demnipy 

q inst the debt, and the company without legal advice executed 
morandum of satisfaction and caused the same to be registe ed, 

Held, on an ppl ation by the mn pany, under section 96 of the Com 
nies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, that the memorandum of satisfaction 

ud the entry of such memorandum on the register should be cancelled 


This was an originating motion for rectification of the mpany 8 
egister of mortgages. The company claimed that a certain memorandum 
satisfaction of a mortgage ana the entry of such memorandum on 
evister might be cancelled. lt appeared from the affidavit of the 


ecretarv of the « mpany that the mortgage had been made by the 
pany of certain freehold property to secure £1,000 and interest 
enanted also to be paid by the company and two guarantors ; that 
narticulars were registered pursuant to section 93 of the Companies 
Consolidation) Act, 1908, and entered in the company’s register o1 
mortgages, pursuant to section 100. That the company nd the vuar 
mtors had conveyed the property to a purchaser in fee simple, subject 
to the pay ment of the prim ipal and interest secured by the mort unt 
who had covenanted with the company and the guarantors to pay the 
same and to indemnify the company and the guarantors therefrom ; 
that the company therefore executed the memorandum of satisfaction, 
which was duly registered; that they did this without legal advice 
nd under the bond fide belief that it was the proper course to take 
that they subsequently ascertained from the Registrar of Compa ies 
that the memorandum ought not to have been executed and registered, 
ind that some such application as this should be made to the Court fon 
the cancellation of the memorandum by the Court; and that the com 
nanv’s registration office had on record an order correcting a mis 
statement in a memorandum and an order cancelling two memoranda 
tisfaction. Counsel for the motion said that if the view of the 
Revistrar was right, the result of having the memoran lum on the re zister 
vould be to lead creditors to the belief that the company was stil the 
owner of the equity of redemption on the property ; but, on the other 
hand. it would seem that the ‘“‘debt”’’ for which the registered mort 
vage was given has not been paid or satisfied, within section 97, 
although the company had an indem ty against the debt from the 
purchaser of the equity of redemption This appeared to be a casus 
omissus under the Act. 

Pererson, J.—I make the ordet 
satisfaction of the mortgage and also the entry of such memorandum 
on the register _Couvxse.. Harold .Burroiws SOLICITORS, Davenport 
Cunliffe, & Blake 

{Reported by L. M May, Barrister at-Law.] 


cancelling the memorandum of the 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
—_™~* . . 
Vivision. 
NICHOLSON v. NICHOLSON. Div. Court. 2Ist November. 
Hvussanp AND Wire — DESERTION Cavstne To ‘‘ LEAVE AND Live 

SEPARATELY "SUMMARY JURISDICTION (MARRIED WoMEN) Act, 1895 

58 & 59 Vict. c. 39), s. 4. 

Vhere a wise has summoned her hushand under the Summary Juris 
diction (Married Women) Act, 1895 (58 d: 59 Vie. c. 39), # 4. the wife. 
n order to succeed under that section, muat prove that the husband 
not only neglected to maintain her. but that such neglect caused her t 
I de finite place and live xe parate and apart 


Che wife summoned the husband under the Summary Jurisdiction 
(Married Women) Act, 1895, at Gosport, Hants, on 26th May, 1916, 
alleging that he had been guilty of desertion since 12th May, 1916, or 
wilful ‘neglect, and that by such wilful neglect he had caused her to 
leave, and live separate and apart. This was an appeal from the order 
of the justices, whereby they found (1) that the husband was guilty of 
wilful neglect to provide reasonable maintenance for the wife, and (2) 
that the wife was no longer bound to cohabit with him ; and they ordered 
him to pay her 12s. 6d. a week and 11s. for costs The reasons for thei 
decision were : (1) That the wife’s fear of the husband justified her re 
fusal to return. as she was suffering at the time from ill-health and 
shock ; (2) that the husband had maintained the wife by his payments to 
her and the sons; (3) that by ceasing payment he had wilfully neglected 
to maintain the wife; (4) that the solicitors’ request on 12th May, 1916, 


had caused the wife to live separate and apart by reason of the | 


husband's wilful neglect. There was no finding by the justices on the 
question of desertion. The husband appealed for a rescission of the 
order on the grounds (1) that the order was bad in law and on the face 
of it; ;2) that there was no evidence that he had, owing to his alleged 
neglect to provide maintenance, caused the wife to live separate and 
apart; and (3) that the justices had no iurisdiction to make the order. 


' 


The parties were married in 1880, and in 1900 the husband, who was 
@ master mariner, sustained a fall on board his ship, in consequence of 
which he injured his head, and was subsequently certified to be insane, 
and was removed to Knowle Asylum, Hants, where he stayed till 
Uctober, 1910, when he escaped. The husband asked his wife to 
resume cohabitation with him, but she refused his offer, and there had 
not in fact been any cohabitation of any kind between the parties after 
tue husband's escape from the asylum Ihe wife alleged that the hus 
band had contributed to her maintenance up to July, 1915. ‘The husband 
alleged that the allowance was made to the sons of the marriage, and 
demied that he ever maintained the wife at all after the escape from 
the asylum in Oct »ber, 1910 On 4th May, 1916, the wife’s solicitors 
wrote to the husband’s solicitors saying that the wife was destitute 
and asking that the husband should either provide a home for the wife 
or allow her 15s. a week. On 12th May, 1916, the husband's solicitors 
wrote to the wife’s solicitors stating that the husband refused to do 
eithei Counsel for the husband, having stated the facts, submitted 
that it was impossible that the husband could have caused the wife te 
leave and live separate and apart, and that therefore the husband’s 
offence did not come within section 4 of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Married Women) Act, 1895. Counsel for the wife submitted that the 





words ‘‘ to leave ’’ were synonymous with ‘to live separate and apart,” 
and that an actual physical leaving of the husband was not necessary 
in order to bring the husband’s otfence within the section. He cited 
Vedway UWedway (1900, P. 141 


Sir SAMUEL EVANs, P., in the course of hig judgment, said that the 
suminons before the justices alleged two offences within section 4 of 
the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, namely, deser- 
tion, or, in the alternative, wilful neglect to provide reasonable main 
| tenance, which caused the wife to leave and live separate and apart 

from her husband. No objection was taken before the justices that 

two offences under the same section were alle ved in the same summons. 
rhe justices expressed no opinion on the question of desertion, but 
they adjudged that the husband had been guilty of wilful neglect to 
ma! ain the wife, with the result that they ordered that the wife was 
no longer bound to cohabit with the husband, and the husband was 
The statute did not 
give the justices jurisdiction merely on the ground of wilful neglect. 

Che husband must also cause the wife to leave and live separate and 

apart. There had been no judicial decision on this point. It was quite 
| clear that the complainant, in order to bring home the charge against 
the defendant, must prove both that he wilfully neglected her, and also 
that he thereby caused her to leave and live separate and apart from 
him. On the facts of this case there was no leaving by the wife. The 
result was that the order must be set aside, as the justices had found a 
| ground of offence which did not exist under the Act of Parliament 

The question was, what course should be taken? The justices had 

made no adjudication on the question of desertion. They (the Court) 

expressed no opinion whether there had been desertion or not, but 
they wanted the remedy kept open to the wife. The case would there 
fore be remitted to the court of summary jurisdiction to « ider that 
point alone 

SHEARMAN, J., concurred, and added that the words in section 4 of 
the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, ‘‘ caused her to 
leave,’ were clearly something different to living apart The word 

“leaving ’’ meant a physical departure from a definite place. The 
respondent would have her costs of the appeal.—CounsgL, J. /arvey 
Murphy and Tatlbot-Ponsonby, for the husband; Du are, for the 
wile SoOLiciTors, .Veave Vorton, & Uo., for Churcher d Churcher, 
Gosport, for appellant; Zapp, Blackmore, d& Weston, for King & 
K'rancke Portsmouth, for tespondent 

Re rted hy C. G. Tatsor-Ponsonsy, Barrister-at-Law 


ordered to pay a certain sum for her maintenance 


New Codecs, &c. 


Public Trustee. 


THe Prati Trestee (Fees) Orper. 1917 

We, the undersigned, being two of the Lords Commissioners of His 
Majesty's Treasury, with the sanction of the Lord Chancellor, in 
pursuance of the provisions of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, Section 9, 
and of all other powers and for the purpose of tixing the fees to be 
charged in respect of the duties of the Public Trustee, do hereby 
order as follows . 

1. This Order may be cited as the Public Trustee (Fees) Order, 1917, 
and shall come into operation on the eleventh day of January, 1917 

It shall be construed as one with the Public Trustee (Fees) Order, 
1912 (in this Order referred to as the principal Order) 

2. The following Rule is added to the second part of the Schedule 
to the prine pal Order headed 


Il. Investment Fees 


Upon the conversion of War Loan or Exchequer Bonds or any other 
issue connected with the War in pursuance of any options granted in 
iny prospectuses relating thereto, in lieu of an investment fee at the 
ate of 10s. per cent., a fee at the rate of 2s. 6d. per cent. in respect 

the nominal value of the investment so converted, but so that the 
minimum fee shall be 2s. 6d 
James F. Hope. 
STANLEY BaLpWIN 


Fixntay, C 


i 


ee 


———— 


a ee 
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11. An Order in Council, dated 12th March, further amend 
Proclamation, dated the 10th day of May, 1916, and made und 
tion 8 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and Sect 
the Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, and Section 1 of the ( 
Exportation Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation fr 
United Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinati« 
prohrbited. A number of articles are added to (a); that 
the class goods the exportation of which to all destinations 
hibited; and number to « B); that is, exportation prohibit 
all destinations other than in British Possessions and Protectorat« 
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ods to be carried out or supplied under— 

Government war Contract, which signifies : 

the Minister of Munitions. 

2.* Any Contract for Naval or Military Equipment placed 
Allied Government by or with the consent, in writing, 
Admiralty. the War Office, or the Minister of Munitions. 

(b) Certified War work, which signifies : 

1. Work 1 Contract or Order which the Admiralty, th: 
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War or Munitions work. 
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mentioned in the recited Orders, unless the present War has previously 
ended, nor, if at the expiration of that period the present War has not 


ended, until such Jater date, not being later than the end of the 
present war, as may hereafter be fixed by Urder in Council. 
13th March, 
ASSURANCE. 


Excess Profits Duty. 
- INCORPORATED A.D, 1720. 


Drart REGULATION PROPOSED TO BE MADE BY THE TREASURY UNDER 











SecTION 40 (3) OF THE FINANCE (No. 2) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 GeorGE 5 
c. BY) Fil IF] SEA PLATI GLASS, SPECIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 
: | ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIVE STOCK, 
The Lords Commissioners of His M Ljesty Lre V ny uance of | EMI LOY ERS LIABLLET jae ANNUITANTS 
} wers rrec . ' . | iy ie ; ) LOL” Ik 1 0 El 
the powers conferre 1 upon Them by section 4 the Finance (No. 2 FIDELITY, GUARANTEES WHEN HEALTH IS IMPAIRED. 
Act, 1915, hereby make the following Regulatior 
The Commissioners of Inland Revenue shall, in addition to the powers | 
conferred upon them by section 40 (3) of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, | ane ¢ / ' ured to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 
have power in any case to allow modification of the prov ns of th - 
Fourth Schedule to the above-named Act owing to depre ition through Ay for 1 “8.8 Insurance to the Secretary 


effluxion of time of any capital which is « oyed in the Sram ‘ HEAD OFrict ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C, 3. 


business and which is expended wpon and consists of patent rights, s : aes 
far as such depreciat‘on is not ottset | odwill arising m the r | LAW Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 
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‘ i 
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the senior partner in the firm of Messrs. Slaughter & May, of Austin 





ars, EAA His great legal and business abilities won for him a 

uh reputation as a= solicitor nd at the ithbreak of the war he 
y e great a tance t Various (ie rument De irtiments, especia 

Board of Trade, His work on the Royal Commission on Sugai 

s es Was recognised th by e Government and the trading com 

tv, and was rewarded with a knighthood the Birthday Honours 


or 1915. 


Sir William Slaughter was twi rarried nd he leaves three sons 

ie daughter, 

The funeral] took place at the Ke i] Green Cemetery on Tuesday 
| t¢ W. H. Churchill (Broadstairs fliciated, and among the 
mourners were Lady Slaughts widow Captain M. L. Slaughter and 
il } Db. C. Sla ighte ns Mi J. M. B. Sanders (da whter), Mr 
S ghter brother Ml R LD i Mi \l Slaughter sters 
( n | Slaughter Sil Mi W \l \l | im § il Mr 











The d tI rs William ( up siauginter n isurabl | 3 

t he City, where he had long been an outstand ng tigure The head 

a great val firm and the chairman and director n rtant business 

pr he represented in rare combination le knowledge and an 

extensive pract aul experience I Hance und ¢ nme! There was no 
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raised by thie Var brought many additio s, he ne ertheless placed his 

ervices ungrudgingly at the disposal of the State when war broke out, 

1 the were eagerly availed ot Hle served on important committees, 

vhere his quickness and experience and sound judgment were of great 

V le He vorked unremitting!y allowing himself no rest by night 

da and there can be no doubt that his devotion to public duty 

ed to undermine his strength and handicapped him in the fight 

st the illness from which he, died. . . . For twenty-seven 

e were a Clated WwW th him, in sunshine and shadow Durin 

it time we never had a nblanece of disagreement, but worked 

er ( ect ympath y ind underst imding His endship has 

f the best things life has given to us Hi is irreparable 

mmeasural nd s death has left a void which ill remair 

Ww _Pp rit to the Tin ot the me dat 

| thirty vears he was a fa ure in the Cit ind vis 
is penetrative busi ypacity 1 the sympathetic and 
keen interest Iways showed s ent iffairs iried him to an 
en ‘ n } profession Ww h tew hared and 1 e envied It may 
) {1 that in his long and honourable career as a solicitor he 
a fr | 1 never made an enemy But his profession did 
| ) ! ¢ He was a highly successful] man of business 
ma d ice-chai an of important comn ial and financial 
ep perit e much to} ell-t ed judgment and 
1 lida There were few qualities ch } 1 not possess, but 
’ er thar capacit for friendshi and his enduring 
Vv 1 hou lan 
Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 

\ rr | vep Carr and | YN GrorGce RENTON, solicitors (Carr & 
| ) 2 \ll tree in the it Leeds, i at Ha gate 
P ind Gari ‘ \ Feb, 18 

J Ropt Nase, Ricnwarp Witiram Mas and VerRNON BRALEY 
I URS! t H M & Nash, I il ) Cou 

md A t ( int S | \I 
t i \ B langnur 
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THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED 
LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL £150,000 
RESERVES ~ won £302,000 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
URGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTOR-CAR, LIFT, CRANE 
HOIST, BOILER and ENGINE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, 
GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 
Gentlemen ina position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. Ne Foreign Business undertaken, 
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The Lord Mayor received on the 8th inst. a deputation from the 

War D e Cor ttee at the Mansion House Those present in 

ided the Lord Mayor of Yor ind Sir Robert Rogers At the re- 

t t leputation, t Lord Mayor consented to call a meeting 

t \M House t ive further publicity to the aims and objects 

f nitte " y, that the State should undertake the respon 

bilit for any damage done b) enemy aircratt The meetin will be 
l I day, 24th April 

At Yorkshire Assizes on the 8th inst avs the Times, before Mr 

Just MeCardie, Sidney Firth, physician and surgeon, of Grantham, 

i licted for the manslaughter of Emma Louisa Sh at Hull \ 

t de by the woman to a witne some days before her death 

ed on by the prosecution, but was objected to by Firth's 

a dying declaration, and the judge held that it 


not being 














inadr ble. The prosecuting counsel thereupon said he had no 
further lence on which he ld ask for a conviction. The jury 
ced to return a verdict of Not guilty,’’ and the prisoner was 

il ! I 

In t House of Lords, on the 8th inst., the House went into Com 
ttee on the Bill to provide for the suspension of grand juries during 

t} tinuance of the present war and for a period of six months 

atte rmination The Lord Chancellor moved to amend Clause 
71 tting the words leavir he functions of the grand jury to be 

| the due he re hom the case mivht have to be tried 

I } n pl 1 the jud a somewhat invidious position, for 

it hi t { thr ut the bill of indictment it might be 
1} nfl l f ir of the defendant or his class It was 
! eve to pr ce ne substitute for the rand jury, 
ind | a ti ! lictment mild he preferred only where a 
eel , tted f{ trial or where a judge of the High 
( t t ID tor f Publ Prosecutions, or a la officer of the 
( lirected ented to tl preferment of an indictment The 
imendmer ‘ ! it ifid it is also decided, on the motion of 
t} T > that the Bil } d me into operation on 2nd 
\ , ind 4 Committee sta f the Bill 
The Property Mart 
Forthcoming Auctior Sales 

March 22.—Meaesra. Pournpas & ¢ at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Groun! Rents (see 
ulver'isement, back pave, this week). 

March %4 Messrs. WARMINGTON & ('o., at the Corn Exchenge, Colchester et 4 
Valuable Manors of Langham, Mirtells Hall and Great Bromley, Essex (see ad vertise- 
ment, back page, this week) 

- 
Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE OW 
EMFERGENOY APPEAL CoURT Mr Justice Mr. Justice 
Date ROTA No. 1 NEVILLE EVE 
M lay Mar Mr. -ynge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Jolly Mr. Leach 
Tuesday . Church Korrer Greswell Goldachmidt 
Wednesday Farmer Leach Korrer Chureh 
Thurs ay Blova Church Synge Greswell 
Frida rs Greaw Swng Farmer Jolly 
Saturday 4 Jolly Farmer Bloxam Borrer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date SARGANT ASTRURY VY ouNGER, PETERS N, 
Monday Mar. 19 Mr. Borrer Mr. Ploxam Mr. Farmer Mr. Church 
Tnesday ") Leach Jo Syng Farmer 
Wednesday .. 21 Greawell Syne KRioxem Goldschmidt 
Thursday ” 99 | Farmer Goldschmidt | each 
Vriday 23 Biloxam Church Leach Borrer 
Goldschmidt Church Graswell 


Synge 


Saturday } 
















































THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. March 17, 1917 


NERESHEIMER & Co, Lrp, 27, Holbo:n Viaduct.—Creditors are required, on or before 
e . N - April 10, to send their names and addresses, an! the particulars of their debts or 
W 2c laims, to Charles Nicholas Moysey Stuart, 31, Lombard st, controller. 
inding-up otices. WILLIAM MEYER, Birmingham.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 14, to send, by 
yrepak full partict rs hei sbte « clair to J Wal } ill, 9, Bennet 
FOINT STOCK COMPANII ST tee omer F debte or claims, to J Walter © Mill, 9, Beanctey 








MITED IN CHA Y 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY = 
. UGHES ¢ Ti HAN T Creditors are it Fr berore - > ' .’ 1 
Bnows, Mvense & Orascuan, LED.—Croditore one Tile of thels doves oF claims, te Creditors’ Notices. 
¥. Westcott, 15, Eastcheap, liquid < . 
a are Under Estates in Chancery. 


Exciusive Fims Surety ( Lt (Is VOLUNTARY LIQUIDAT ) red 
required, on or before April 14, to send their uames addr: asses, ! particulars 
of their debts or claims, to 1 James I ynal re, St Mary's 
Parsonage, Manchester, liqu 

SADDLEWORTH PRINTING Co, LTD reditors e m or befor: Mar 31, to send London Gazette, TCESDAY, March 6. 
their names and addresses the par ulars r deb‘s or claims, to Daniel gp, NI, CARLO, d, Wimbledon 
Cooper, 4, Chapel walks, Ma er, re v Anotl 

SAUNDERS, LestTeR & Co, LtI editors are require or before Mar 21, to s¢ 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Il. G Yates, 56, i 1 st, London, liquidator 


Last DAY OF CLAIM. 


April 2 Lazzeri and Others v. Genoni and 
r, Judge in Chambers, Room No. 692, Royal Courts Corsellis & HLerney 
Lincoln’s- d ‘ 

HARPORD, HERBERT MERRICK, Merryhill House, Bushey, Herts April 16 Lewis 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. Attenbor h, Peterson, J Attenborough, Piccadilly 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY, ‘ 7 tte. —1LUESDAY, March 13. 
4  (razett TUESDAY. Mar. ¢ BEECI J t, Ewanville, Huyton, near Liverpool April 16 Wo 

ARMWALL SYNDICATE, LTD, reditora are req ir on or bef : send their and ther ec} nd Others, Eve, J. Draycott, Tower-royal, Cannon-st 

names and addresses, and t! particulars of the Wr 

Lightbody, 20 Victorta st. Westminster juidat 
East BeTenasawmy, L1 (in LIQUIDATION € rs or befor r ” i re : sas 

Apri! 18, tos:nd theiruames and addresses, and the particulal f their deb I ! rd r22Q@ 23 \ ict. Cap. oS 

to Wiliam Leonard Bayley, 6, Queen Street pl, |i da - ae - 
FREDERICNR ANDREW & Co, LT! ors are quired, befor 1 ) LAST DAY OF CLAIMS. 

send ther names and address " ila ir debt I London Gazette FRIDAY, Mar. 2 

Ebenezer Henry Hawki l t ‘ r ri kA ndft 


rd, bedford Par iqu I sndsworth Bridge rd, Fulham Aprill4 Howells, College rd, Harrow 
d, Kedfor« k, liquidator 
jane lh ai , > on fore Ay 17 ; 
H. GE nsoedy , > — Job . ve Pony Egy » A April 10 Streeter & Howe, Croydon 
‘2. Halte -d a Richmond ey, ) iD i 4 PENDEREL!, Bradfield, Berks April17 Pritchard, B rmincham 
Easvan COALPIBLDS Co, L¥D.—C a fore Mar 81. to sen LTE s, Rochdale, Lanes, Timber Merchant April 14 Standring & Co, Rochdale 
“thatr mamses and addresses id partict ' dahte ae chime. to B &. Hunsworth, Yorks Mar30 Clouch & Crabtree, Cleckheaton 
Denmin God lard 119 & » Wa id B late § Lieut ERNEST BROOKE, 13t: Batt Rif Brig Mar3l Currey & Co, 
- - . - ; ry f ' pst, Westrmi ister 
~ eToN STEAM SHIP ( L1 Credit ure 1 f on or before April 1¢ . . . : , , 
Man meres nem - hot pet it oP gate Tatty 2 in aa aiieinem tat We BOX ' YARD RICHARD, Sandown, I.of W April 1 Stanley, Cambridv« 
Walt ors itt and Mr. Thomas Reginald Gregory Rowland 1 st, West Hart! , Mal BLANCHE, Gau enrd, Clapham Mar3l Hewitt & Co, Leadenhall st 
a uidators : ; Norwich Mar 31 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 
0 ‘ atk : aa ; : ‘— » Rieck 
RET! AWST w STEAM Suir (0, LT! Creditors are requires before April 16, to , R . JENNETTA HEATHCOTE, Newport, lof W April7 Black, N 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of the é s or aime, to Mr wg Ho . = P : 7 " , . 
Walter Scott and Mr. Thomas Reginald (iregor y Rowla ), Church st, West Hart . ! mi, « ery Proprietor April 18 Moore & Co, Newport, 
lepool, liquidators : ee ae ‘ nee 7 ; : 
SHOTTON AND District WORKMEN S SoOCIAI AND INS E. LT Creditors are Ut »' n n, Suriey April2 Goddard & Co, Clement's inn 
required, on or be‘ore Mar 15, to send the r names and addresses, and t parti ar . ‘ . o - . 
of their lebts or claims, to Fred Wilson, Shotton Colliery Db am, liquidator. “ . setasied oa Bath Aprii 30 Woolley & Whitfield, Great Win- 


— UTLE | ; i I'wyf rd av, Aeton April 3 Beal & Davey, Devon- 


. c r’ . , ° shire sq, I vel ' ‘ : 
Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. wean t-nfrow rd, Lambeth April 2 Gibson & Co, Portugal st, 
a incoins Lit 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Mar, 2 Cote, JAMES THORN, Flymouth April 6 Prance & Prance, Plymouth 
CoTTERILL, ARTHUR JOHN, Cromwe'l rd, Kensington April 3 Beal & Davey, Devon- 
shire eq, Liverpool st a 
WE, GEORGE, Leeds April 14 Nelson & Co, Leeds 


Griffin Ironworks & Albion Foundr d. Alfred Lowther «& ¢ Ltd 
Eden Manufacturing Co, Ltd Kew Gardevs Laundry Association, Ltd ( i 
Pearce & Co, Ltd Mea ‘ow Iweet | - si, a CRANDON, EMMA, Tongwynlais, Glam, Hair Dresser April 7 Merri's & Co, Cardiff 
Duon Motor Body Co, Ltd lurner Brothers (Ind a), Lu DANIELS, JOS#PH SAMUEL, 8S am‘ord Hill April 10 Boxall & Boxall, Chancery In 
New Ashton Hippodrome Co, Ltd Barclay ’ ) DAVI Rev JOHN LENTHALL, North Fambridge, Essex Mar29 Waterhouse & Co 
London Gaz Tt DAY ! sishopazate 
N Bosque-y-Reves, Bath Mar2s Foster & Co, Birmingham 
SA, Geraldine rd, Wandsworth April4 Aldis, lvy In 
& Institute, Ltd ANN, Chelmsford, E-sex Mar23 Pawson, Chelmsford 
H. George & Co, Ltd : ICHARD, Teddington, Draper Mar 30 Stephens & Stephens, Essex st, Strand 
John Gregory & Son, Ltd n youd ’ oo i N, HUMPHREY OSBALDESTON BROOKE, Market Drayton, Salop April9 Farrer, 
Merchiston Steam Ship Co, Ltd y ) In's inn fields 
ELIZABETA ORR, Boot Lancs Mars0 North & Co, Liverpool 
= ‘ i. . > a Henry, Guidford Mar 31 Capron & Sparkes, Guildford 
Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. BONS, WILLIAM JoskrH, Canterbury April 9 Munton & Co, Tem_k 
i ple av 
London Gazett FRIDAY, Mar. 2 \ LIAM EDWARD, Walton, Liverpool April5 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
; : EPH, Stockport, Builde April2 lowles, Manchester 
BREWERS’ SPRCIALTIES AND EQuirMENT ' Credit arer e r before Mar 15 » Teens ae , t 7) heat} nel > | - oO . 
to send, te peepeld post, § sastioulars of thels debt . to Mr. Charles Maw , The Point, Bla-kheath April 13 Jackson & Co, Ingra 
Comins, 50, Cannon st, controli-t c<ER, MARGARET JANE, Buckingham Palace gdns April9 Farrer & Co, Lin 
inn fields 
HAYWARD, Mary, Newbury, Berks April2 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilts 
Duron Co., Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 17, 'o send by] repaid po:t HAYWARD, RHODA, Kiotbury, Berks April2 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilts 
full particulars of their debts orclaims, to Mr, W E Harding, of Messrs W B Peat & | Hewitt, Feep, Skipton, Yorks, Cotton Manufacturer Mar 24 Charlesworth & Wood 
Co, Central Bank chmbrs, Leeds, c ntroller Skipton 


Shotton & District Workmens 


HAW! 


London Gazette TUESDAY, Mar 
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THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


2a, MooRGa T= sSTREpT, LONDOwW, =z.co. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessioris have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be ent va 


application. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
APPLY FOP PROSPECTUS. 














